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: ■, I am wholeheartedly in favor of the docuraent entitled "Tov;ard Political 
Realignment in America - A Socialist Declaration" _adopt^d at our I96O conven- 
tion.. Unfortunately, the manner in which the conveBtion recorded itself in 
favor of this turn remains much to be desirod. The February issue of "Hammer 
and Tongs" carried a statement entitled "Toward Political Realignment" which I 
presume ,v7as discussed by our locals. This statement despite any of its short- 
comings v/as a resolution which could be debated prior to the convention and 
amondGdj and then be voted on at the convention. The delegates at the conven- 
tion v/ere confronted not with this statement, but with a statement v/hich they 
had not read, let alone not having debated it, and essentially a public rela- 
tions statement and which could for all practical purposes not be amended. 
As a public statement of the views of our organization, it is more than ade- 
quate. The delegates, however, should have had before them either the state- 
ment in the February Issue of "Hammer and Tongs" or another resolution v/hich 
tho comrades should have had an opportunity to discuss prior to the convention. 
The statement "Toward Political Realignment - A Socialist Declaration" adopted 
.by the convention should -have been adopted by the National Committee or a 
subcommittee of the National Committee after the convention recorded itself 
in favor of the realignment concept as embodied in the type of statement or 
resolution carried in the February issue of "Hammer and Tongs". If this pro- 
cedure v/ould have been followed, I'm convinced that the "statement to Party 
locals" would either have not been carried or perhaps urould not have been in- 
troduced in the first place. The debate v/ould certainly have been more m.ean- 
ingfullt. The majority of the delegates v/ho voted for- the "statement to Party 
locals" were not happy with it, disagreed with it in part, but voted for it 
because they did not have a resolution before them in the sense I have tried 
to outline. The majority of _the comrades wanted to record themselves in favor 
of maintaining a balance betv/oen work in the .Democratic Party, and the inde- 
pendence of tho Party structure, etc. The sponsors of the "statement to Party 
locals" are in another category. They are riding tv/o horses. It is extremely 
important to them that they be classified as left wing. In order to accomplish 
■thiSj one reads the following, from their statement: We maintain that a Labor 
Party perspective is not outmoded, as some believe, but on the contrary has 
been proved to be a REAL factor -in American political life by the recent 
proposals for . independent political action, coming from some unions that are 
fed-up v;ith the treachery of liberal politicians in the Democratic Party. 

If these comrades are serious in their belief that the Labor Party is a 
real factor in the U.S. in I96O??? then obviously the main conclusion of the 
Realignment resolution should be from their viei^rpoint "break with the tv/o 
capitalist parties and form a third party - A Labor Party, But this is not 
the conclusion of the Realignment resolution and correctly so. How anyone 
in this day and age can state that the L.P. is a real factor because in some 
rare instance a union leader makes a speech in favor of independent political 
action is beyond me. This does not mean that it is impossible for the situa- 
tion to change. But I*m a square, I thought long ago that we wrote resolu- 
tions on the basis of existing circumstances and not on wishful thinking or 
in propping up the images \\e have of ourselves as left-wingers. If the spon- 
sors of this point of view v/ant to be taken seriously, let them docuraent this 
"Labor Po.rty is a real factor now" bit. They have plenty of time to do so. 
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A PEACE FRCGRAU FO; SOCIALISTS 

by I-iartin Cppenheiraer 

'.-.i-ic+c T think we must deny the proposition that East and West can 
•"I '"'iSSlT^for S;f lengtr their present systems. There may ■ 

coexist peacefully for any l^^f^^ °- ^ut clashes over one area or 

^e deals over ^^^^ °^^^^f .J^.^^'^e^'Ltoes o/t.e two social systeias concerned. 
T'^Tt Tll^r^'Zllfl feltiatLns! Le., those that solve problems in tex^s 
of rut^alS^hdrawal ^^d permanent avoidance of conflict in -.arious areas are m- 
foss^ble for the mil itar./^ industrial complexes which rule, xn various forms, in 
?M^couPtry and in the Soviet U nion. Only a socialist-oriented, or labor 
I^n^r^rSmcrt one which is truly free to make concessions permanently without wait- 
Sefor the n^^t oppLtune moLnt in which to stab ?e_back of ^^- °PP--\,^ . 
cal engage in real,' problem- solving negotiations. boci.Hsts ought to say this, 
if it is true, and not simply support negotiations. 

But this is not to say that socialists ought not to favor -f ^^j;f ^^^^^^^^^^_ 
-^11 Thev -ain u'. time r- the one hand to build a peace movement (one which ul- 
tiiauely 4ir w; to face the deeper problems), and on the other the -vement for 
nipotiations hel-.s to counter the pro-war tendencies of other sectors of our so- 
c^ir'n ?e;.s "f pressures. For the military, the Preparations ^gomg on (includ- 
infci-^il defense) Preclude real negotiations since they aim at forcing tne enemy 
to retreat and not at solvii^i^roblems , The movement against all f 01.1s of mill- 
Li ^tion whether it be against civil defense or for negotiations - f --f - 
'leight to the Pentagon and the Pdght, and hence must be sup^oorted oy socialists. 

■Bi-lateral, inspected, negotiated disarmament and. _ military witMrawal 
(.long Rapacki's lines) see-s to me a good slogan m this countiy. ^^^.f-^'^l ^J; 
is a dead-end since pressures must be built to force this kind of _ negotiation in 
'4e first Place. Cn the one hand it must be combined with speciiic proposals xor 
unilateral initiatives which this country could take x.itkout becoming ^-eaker 
and on the other hand we must give strongest support to airect ^'^^ ^^^^^^^f^^^^^^.^^^ 
the measures being taken towards the further militarization of ^he country _( .OTC, 
the draft, Polaris, civil defense, etc.) in order to create a movem.ent, m uhe 
broadest sens., for peace. Popular demands for specific kinds of unilateral ini- 
tiatives, and ag.ins? militarization measures, could help create the j^ressures 
for nepotiation.' In the long run such a movement (for negotiation, lor un.l^..~ 
teral initiatives, against continued militarization) will be forced to examine 
the deeper issues of the economy, social power, etc, and will be ^°^/f^f^\^^- 
come radical by the very nature of the status quo. The ii.stablishment will aiain 
this exaiaination by the nature of its opposition to such a movemait, ana by its 
;ji Ports to throttle it, 

itet socialists should advocate, then, is the creation of a broadly radical 
peace movement, one that will be strong enough to force concessions irom the Es- 
tablishment, hence a T^oliticized peace movement. To assist m tne creation 01 
this, one J: the socialist's chief tasks is to form a bridge between cae Present 
peace groups and other social forces which could be part of such a movement in the 
future; -sr-ecifically this means the labor movement and the civil rignts '^^^f^lf' 
Neither has at present a significant - interest in the area oi peace, .n bouh cases 
only a.mPnority will at first be attracted to this very controversial issue But 
it must be our' job to work with t'ds minority (examples^ People around Peuther, 
Pazey: people around Rev. Jas, lawson) so that they can influence tne majori^ of 
their^movements, and strengthen, by their presence, the weak -eace movement of 
the present. 

An^ American peace movement, to be radical, that is, to grapple with the real 



problems and come up with real solutions^ must be free to criticise and attack 
both major poxrer blocs. Forces x-rithin the peace movement which cannot do this^ 
which by their presence inhibit or prohibit such discussion, must be worked with 
at times, but must under no circumstances be permitted to attain significant con- 
trol of the peace movement or of the groups within it. This means on the one 
hand the r-ro-peace forces which regard Kennedy' s program as one within the con- 
text of which a peace movement can be foiged (hence, they preclude mass action 
against the militarization of the U.S.); and on the other, pro-Gomraunist elements 
whose chief if not only criterion for unity is that Communism be not an issue. 
But both kinds of forces, by inhibiting realistic appraisals of such issues as 
colonialism, democracy, l^ssia's expansionism, etc., weaken and cripple the real 
growth of a peace movement, even though temporarily such views may gain numbers of 
recruits. Such a peace movement, founded on such a lack of real program, is 
built on sand, and is doomed in advance to ineffective petitions, and superficial 
analyses. 

The peace movement as it exists today in this country is profoundly un- or 
anti-Dolitical. It is oriented on the one hand to fervent pleas to the ruling 
elite, and on the other to a kind of narodnik, nonviolent terrcrian equally lacking 
in communicative methods as far as builcing a movemen t is concerned. Socialists 
should therefore try to move the former elements away from well-intentioned 
polite appeals toward the creation of mass pressure which will make those appeals 
mean something^ hence, towards s concern for direct action. And socialists 
should try to move the latter elements towards those kinds of direct action methods 
i:hich have political (rather than simply existential) value in this countiy. 
'P/jo specific approaches may help in this: (a) Socialists should try to raise the 
issue of running "peace candidates," regardless of party label, in elections 
and ^rrimaries. We should not preclude any form in which this may take place, nor 
ask for porf ection • in prograro so long as it. is a program which is clearly able 
to criticize both power blocs, (b) Socialists should attempt to push, within 
peace groups, for the general idea of an adult version of Student Peace Union, 
that is, a peace organization which combines political pressures with direct •• 
action, and is democratic, conditions which Sane and the peace sects do not 
fulfill. 

Ill some geographical areas the first steps in this direction may be to sup- 
port the idea of Peace Centers, and "Turn Towards Peace," hence creating the 
image of a movem.ent rather than a bunch of disunited sects. In other areas it 
may be possible to struggle for such a course within Sane, or among sections of 
Sane, The present situation of the peace groups is frankly intolerable ^ and 
socialists should be prepared to say so. Better by far if the adherents of Kenne- 
dy and Khrustchov (in some cases overlapping) leave the peace movement and per- 
mit it realistic gro^fth and real discussion, and real positive building. 

Given the fact that -Bhere is as yet no real adult peace movemmt in this 
country/, it ma3r be necessary for a while to emphasize the building of a youth 
group such as Student Peace Union, and to attempt to get peace groups to cooperate 
in its support. 

Socialists, while supporting, in general, all efforts aimed at weakening the 
role of the military- industrial complex in our society, and slowing the trend 
towards war, should not just give uncritical support for the sake of securing a 
few allies. Socialists should not "buy" slogans aimed at the broadest possible 
support if t'lis means an evasion of real issues and a postponement of grappling 
with fundamental problems. Socialists should attack the basic assumptions of 
the military establishment first because this is right, and second because this 
is how we distinguish ourselves from liberals and pro-communist elements who, 
because they often fail to attack the basic assuptions, aid in the promotion of 



T-ilth less. 

nn.ny . socialist line on the peace iss.e -f ^^^^h^f e^lnts'ho^S^ ' 
radical l^e can at present appeal ^^'^r'^^^^^^J ^^,3,3 and its horrifying 
beginning to look for a way out 01 rae p eb ^^ ^^^ ^^^ ^^^ 

dangers to mankind. The Socialist Party can ^g^^^^ ^^^^^i^ „eans a radical 
ment once again only by ^^''tjf f *i"S i" it> ai^ect action agSinst the inilitaiy 
break .,ith the status quo. Advocacy of mass direct act g^.^^^^ ^^ ^^^ 

establistoent for example wo^dconfront^t^^^ ^.^aucracy ,*ich considers itself 

rorr-aSuS-tf itr s^;^>— ^^^^^^^^^ 

can socialisra become a real fo'^^^^S^^',^^,^" *^ actiSty for such a peace 
about a radical approach to peace is lost-and so may be the rest cf us. 

Mny indi^duals working in peace f-P^ -^, /-J.^ ^L^S^cSd^^^^^^^ 
bers of the Socialist &rty. But many °^J:"^^^/^^ ^°'=^^t r,eaoe moveB>ent or 

pacik::r'rs :sSt?L^sLif r^L^en^^^^^ 

faSon^l-peace co^ittee, as .ell^s |----«:- -^^rt^,:; ^Z^ ^giving 
pose of coordinating peace work, and for the ^even more Yrepular bulletin to 

lerence of Party peace workers should also be cons^ered. 

Oir tl..e - manlcxnd.s ti^e - may be Ifi^f -^ "/* 'f hLfS^ iSpr'^S- 
nov., not in the future, months from "°" f ,(^f ^„^^°^i^f?;ts camit say. Vr press 

we must get into the peace movement, such as it is, ._and work, .iie.n-n n 
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Hesolution on Labor — James Kennedy,- local Chicago 

As Socialists, we reaffirm our support of Organized Labor in its 
struggles on behalf of the American worker and our belief in it as the 
greatest single mass basis for democratic social change in America 
And we do not hesitate to condemn the unjust attacks, legislatlve/bus- 
iness inspired, and otherwise, that are being directed against the 
Labor movement. None-the-less, we view with deep concern and sorrow 
Labor s continued internal divisions; its lack of real organizing 
drives; its failure to combat racism within its own ranks; and its con- 
Frontier ''''^^'''^® ^^ ^^^^® friends, the Democratic Party and the New 

.oi-o ^.^ fS^-^?"*? the continued exclusion of the 1,700,000 trade union- 
ists in^.the International Brotherhood of Teamsters from the House of 
Labor, the AFL-CIO; while at the same time we cannot help having some 
misgivings about the bureaucratic structure of the Teamsters and about 
l^^ ^^tivlties of various IBT officials. We support those many rank 
SS? fi L r^^f ^ struggling to reform and democraticize their union; 
yet wa do not believe their continued exile from the AFL-CIO is of 
benefit to the IBT and its democraticization, nor to the labor movement 
and its strength as a whole. xdDur movement 

no ^L^!^?P?r^^^^ f?^^'^^,^?^ Industrial Union Department of the AFL- 
010, and of its president, Walter Reuther, for a major organizing: drive 
— especially among Negro workers, farm workers, white collar workers 
and throughout the South. And we also urge with the lUD tha? Labor use 
'l^^^'^.^'^^^^-^^^ov^^-^achXnery to settle Internal disputes swiftly anf 

nothing'Sut'a Fa^lde!' ''"^"' ''' ^^^'^ ^ ^^^^^ ^^^ ^^^ ^^ ^- ^-^ 
We also demand that the House of Labor immediately take effective 
action to end discrimination and segregation in all fis arnilatis 
tttltlll%Tal''ZllnT ^°-^^- -P--l^^ - the building^^^d^^A- 
V-e restate our determination to defend the right of union staff 
%l a^tT'°?ff to organize, bargain oollectf vely , aSd strlKe! 
We also heartily endorse the demand of Michael Qulil International 

thf-rwr^and the resol??"' '°f,--\''-^on at the LtSnai'convent?on°o?' 
zne.j-w, and the resolution offered by Comrade A. Philip Handolch In 
ternational, President of the Brotherhood of Sleeplng'ca? Porters^at 



^'?%f>;o:.°p2j°'^:J!!^!^°?.^?„?^°^™^^^. 1?61, for the formation of a-natlon- 

3r parties, a nev: 

We regret that the leaders"of ^3^^-----' ---" "— -"'^" ""'"''^"^ P^°P^^ 



5L^S^2_l'..f^''ty free and Independent of the old major parties, a new 



party truly committed to the Interests of the Ameri 

allayfrgenS?ne'Sollt?^:r °S''"^°" T^^ '^''^ ^^^^^^ t° heed^this" call, 
to the old ™rtiS ,* S ^^'^l^S^ment, and continued their subservience 
llttll. P^'^ties Who have promised so much and have given Labor so 

<,^ ^v,*^ *° ^^^ specific demands in this arena, we American Socialists 
go on record as urging the following actions! ""^^^^s'^ socialists 

We ask for immediate action to cover some 16,000,000 American 
workers, still unprotected, with the minimum wage law In pIrtlSlar 
workers in the hotel, hospital, laundry, and reftaurant Sdustrles 
ce™eTlorftv'^''wrca?rf'" T' ^^ ood-processlng industrief must're- 
bIvo?d the end'of ^hfi, f°^ ^'""^dlate steps to raise the minimum wage 
fi <n ^! V, °f, the current progression $1.25/hour) to a new high of 
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UPD07-G the drastic extension in length of paid vacations and paid 

f holidays and other leaves of absence, as well, as other time reduction 

nroposals, as a partial remedy to unemployment and automation. 

We dkand the repeal of the 'Right to Work' laws and the repeal 
of Section 14 (b) of the Taft-Hartley Act. ^.e urge that, following 
i-he repeal of this section, Congress amend the Taft-Hartley Act as fol- 
lows: "That in all States and territories, labor organizations may en- 
ter into collootive bargaining arrangements and agreements which bind 
employers to aDply and execute provisions that require all employees 
to become, within 31 days of hiring and/or enactment of said collective 
bargaining agreement, members of the labor organization and remain mem- 
bers in p-ood standing as condition of employment during the life of 
said a'gre'ement, anything in the Constitutions and laws of any State or 
Territory to the contrary notwithstanding." 

We also join with the AFL-CIO in condemning the McClellan Senate 
Bill 2631 as s direct threat to a democratic labor movement and a vio- 
lation or basjc vjorkers' rights — we challenge Congressional liberals 
to prove their worth by standing firm to defeat it.. We are opposed to 
all limitations on the right to strike and to compulsory arbitration. 

We further oppose the continued bonding of union officers and em- 

^ ^^^^e" demand the immediate repeal of all the anti-labor provisions in 
the Ta^^t-"Ha-r-t].ey and Kennedy -Landrum-Gr if fin Acts. 

Vie demand swift legislation to restore worker and trade imionist 
rights denied under repressive legislation: the right to organize and 
strike for goi^ernment workers and workers in so-called defense indus- 
tries; the right to refuse — in contracts — to handle struck and non- 
unionlriade rooGG, and to forbid an employer to use under any conditions 
non-union labor: the right to full and free trade union boycott actions 
in all forms, including secondary boycotts; the right to situs, organi- 
zational, recognition picketing, and all other forms of picketing; the 
right of 'a union to take any economic action it deems justified against 
management after due notice; the right to engage in full unimpaired 
organizing Gam':al:5:ns everywhere in our land. 

We call for legislation that will, in a legitimate strike., prevent 
an employer from hiring non-union labor, and force him to continue pay- 
ment of wages -to the striking workers, or at least guarantee them work- 
ers corripensatioxi.. We likewise call for Federal legislation that will 
forbid any and all forms of segregation at .every level of trade union 
organization with heavy penalties and fines provided for. 

We call for an end to the anti-civil libertarian provisions of the 
Labor Management Act; and that the measures taken against various trade 
unions and labor officials, which violate civil and political liberties, 
be dropped. We urge trade unions to progressively restrict and limit 
management rightj and press for genuine worker participation in manage- 
ment°ancl ownership, for real co-determination in Industry and business, 
and not simply settle for profit-sharing schemes. We urge adoption of 
legislation" to facilitate this end. 

The Socialist Party-Social Democratic Federation pleads with Labor 
to straighten out its own house and to adopt positive and dynamic pro- 
grams to obtain workers' rights. We call on the American worker to join 
us in this appeal and to support our demands. As the political heirs of 
America's greacest Labor Leader, Eugene V. Debs, we remind the American 
workin.^man that Debs' own Party is his natural political home, and that 
With his trade union, our rarty is his genuine comrade-in-arms. We ap- 
peal to him to join us in the socialist movement, not only to obtain 
these elemental demands, but beyond them to build a Party of Labor with 
a socialist prograir committed to his interests whereby he can work for 
his full liberation and the creation of a new world in which no man 
will be the tool of another . 



Draft Res oliition on Civil Defense » Saul llgrH^Rl.gn-n 

Referred by National Coiiiniittee for diGcussion to National Action 
CocHnittee and to Preconvention Resolutions Conimittee 



■ The SP-SDF opposes the current Administration shelter program. 
¥e have previously gone on record as favoring substantial unilateral 
initiatives by the United States aimed at reversing the present arms 
race, ^ The effectiveness of any shelter program depends not only on its 
■ ovn size but on the size and strength of the weapons developed by 
Russia. Hence a massive shelter program is merely another step in the " 
escalation of the arms race. There is no fundamental difference in net "- 
effect between increasing the strength, number and deliverability of 
nuclear weapons, increasing civil defense or increasing the strength 
and effectiveness of anti-missile weapons. All together make up the 
present balance of terror. An expanded shelter program is therefore 
incompatible with a policy of unilateral, initiatives toward 
disarmariient* 

, ^ In addition, an expanded shelter program, if put forvjard 
seriously on a magnitude that woiad make it a substantial 
contribution to civilian safety at least at the current level of 
nuclear strength of Russia, would. also raise an iraportant problem of 
social priorities. Given the fact'. that any shelter program that was 
conceivably not a mere delusion would be m.any times the size of the 
current Administration bill, we must point out that by rejecting civil 
defense as in conflict with initiatives toward disarmament, we are 
thereby at the same tijne making more viable any pressure for greatly 
increased Federal programs in furtherance of education, health and 
welfare. . ; ■ 

% rejecting the shelter program we are at the same time 
committing ourselves to oppose the use of an illusory civil defense 
program for creating a false sense of security among the American 
people and for perpetuating a war psychology. IJe do not wish to foster 
a belief that there is any possible substitute for disarmament as a 
basis, for security in today ^s world. 
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We have been asked by numerous people: "But where do you standi" 
..It's not clear from the -Mendel son-Meier, etc.' document whether 
you are for or against realignment, whether you sl.ply want a con>- 
prclse, or what." This Is an attempt to try and clarify what I see 
as the purpose of the resolution. Whether it Is sufficiently clearly 
enunciated by the document Itself la, of course, up to you to decide. 
If you ^gree with my rather discursive argumentation, you are welcome 
to rewrite or amend the document In keeping with this spirit. 

Deborah Meier 

Chicago 

I favor the Party being f --1?, ^f! J?^^?,^^^^ T'^^^^L^to 
record In favor of -l^^^^^^Xof forces ?l America and the'^oreltlon 
create a political realignment °fj.°^°«s,j?;^ struggle for such a devel- 
of a more meaningful t«°-P«f ^ ^^f ^^iiieflrlaks fut here and there, 
opment within the ^^"""^"^^^^ly'iaiists not only to watch but In 
now and again, Is l»P°f 5^^^[°^i^°2f ^^pport? This is true because 
some circumstances wholeheartedly to suppor^^ ^^^^^ ^^^ 

the struggles ^^^^f f '^^^;^^ft,?°^r^eflt! Were realllnment to occur 
"^^^^^i^^^^^^^ -e^at-a^mur ^ 
^^B;^^^^ br-oveL^^-- - -- — 
However, I do not see ^^^e position crudely stated above as^cruclal^ 
to the Party's growth, activity and ^«|f ^|^^°^^;^t efforts are belrg 
of the Party nor, the extent *° «^lch real reallgnm ^^^^-^^ branches, 
decisively waged warrants any. special fl"^"^'^^^^^ strategic questions 
or state o'^ganlzatlons see situations grisi g ^^^^^^^^^^ ^^ other 

— such as support for this °f J^""^ era oreanlzatlon — seem 
possible electoral actions by ^^^ f ^f ^^.^hm ?Sfs context. They may. 
relevant, they should be free to do so Hithm ^ support Democratic 
on the basis of this general perspective, choose to pp^ ^^^^^^ ^^^^ 

candidates In primaries o^-.^" f ^°"°5|4tlon of a liberal alliance are 
pressure toward realignment and the creation oi^ instances, 

best served by running ^^f^^^ ?SymS feel 'that no possible 
running an SP campaign. Similarly ^"^y m ^ ^ (^^ likely olrcum- 
Party position will ftlj^f ^elp or binder reallgnme^ determine ^ 
stance) and that no ^arty stand Is required. ^^^ locally of much 
SI! ^ft'haf It^\rmbe^s:^SrrieS'^of%irws! Ire not pre^red to 



f^r^^^^r''^,^'^ *^ electoral activity and that Party efforts are best 
suited to other activities, even during election year! 

th/^^\"-,^^*'™®' l^^^ ^^^ simple taking of a stand In favor of 
the general slogan of realignment In no wly solves the problem of 

ru^inf ^d datefo? ?tf ""*"^^ " """" *° ^° "^^* wftCespecf to 
iKltatfn^^n^ ?^^Lf / ? t°"^ supporting Democratic candidates, or 
sfme gulfellnes "^ ^^''' ^''°'' candidates. It gives some "clues< 

It Clearly differentiates the Party from the nnqif-m-n t-uo-n ci^ , -, * ^ 
ofMreffect'n"^ '^°"'^ ?^ attempted wherever ^ s ble,*regardless''* 
?lonshlf rother'?lberaTanfrift forcf ^ °^ -gardless'of X'^re'fL 
tatlonal technique to build thflar?vi.^fli?? educational and agl- 

xvhlch sees as the only Droper rlsDon^Sto l^t i ^ ll°? ^^^ position 
we support and vote for?"riund fSftor Parlv^ ?t ?"* ""^^ ^^°"^'^ 

and accurate Information f?T it =! i" theabsence of detailed 

Of "mobilising" 'a\Tl^r;elbLffS\"Sy%^^flc^x1? ^^,???r^?h°^^"^^ 

that realignment develoSf a?e L a SItLaf ^ta^^a i' v,^* ^^^""^^^ 
by our intervention plav a key rnl^ i^ ?, fu ■ ?^^ ^"^"^ ^'^^^ "e can 
divides the Party umecessarllv ^wf^T ''^''^?^ ^^^ process; (4) it 
realignment supported? but stlirfurfh^^^"? ''°l ^^""^l^ ^^°- ^^^ ^"^1- 
supporter from another {5) Ind thL Is est^^M^i^^ °^ realignment 
this question Is NOT the crucial on^ rL f^ i^l^ unnecessary, since 
this area will not be the det^^n;,^?^ ^^® ^^""^y- ^"^"^ °"^ ^ole In 
sustain Itself at worst and to^^n,^ T^J"" ^^^ Party's ability to 
year period. '^° ^"^"^ niodestly at best In the next two- 

and'whlL'thl Mende?son!M:L^'loc!^elJt'ir/f '"f,^^^^^ °' ""^ «-S— t. 
This proposition can be a^^^o^ache^f^L' e^^^aTaJles"'"" '' defending. 
lab^^'pa"^?y??|l:^^ea"l\^giL^Atf?|f f^ " i^= elec?^^ractionlsts, 
relationships b4t^len Sers of 'the Partr"'Her^"-^°r^' °" potential 
ample, m both the peace and civil ^i^^f^^^ ® ^" Chicago, for ex- 
Party and XPSL activity takes DlaL^ ""^T^ — "'^^^^ Primary 
tions find a remarkable degree^of si;ilar??v''^^''fv,°f ^^^ *^^^^ P^^i" 
is remarkable because theff lpp?oach to hnt^ ^" ^^®^'" ^"""^es. This 
that of being "for" peace anrt??nS? ^°^^°^^ problems is not simply 
the complex froblems of bu?ldlnS a J«f ^^ equality. They approach 
rights movement in I ^°ay not sS^oommonlv ^nn^^"' ^"^ ^"^Kilng a civil 
filiated "radicals," or various Sro SoiLf"^!^"'?"^ liberals, unaf- 
while differences might be found ^^7^^ leftist types. Certainly, 
factional lines even in these arenas ^he'^T^f^ ^""^^^ groups along"^' 
only to the trained sectarian Ivriook?^^ differences are noticeable 
tendencies" m the behavfoi nf ^Lj!°?'??/2'' Jy^Pt°"'^ °f "inevitable 
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position on electoral action bears little relationship to their 
ability, their community standing, their competence to deal with lib- 
eral organizations, or any personality "sectarianism." There are 
"nuts" in all tendencies, despite the implication hinted at, none too 
subtly by the staunchest realignmentites , that they hold a monopoly 
on mental sanity and emotional maturity. 

(3) It appears to me unlikely that a change in our position — that 
is even greater singleminded attention by our press and leadership to 
realignment — would attract any new body of persons. There may well 
be some who would think we were now at last more sensible. But if 
this were at the cost of our activity in other areas, even it becomes 
questionable. For what will Justify our existence in the eyes of 
friendly non-members is not the extent to which we say the same thing 
they do about this or that, but the extent to which we carve for our- 
selves a role that WE can best play as a distinct organizational 
entity and then play that role effectively* 

(4) Where do we recruit from*? What can we do to attract those who 
seek something that the liberal organizations (IVI, ADA, reform clubs) 
cannnt give them? And how can we give it to them without asking them 
to sacrifice what these groups can give and we cannot? We can serve 
as a coordinating body, discussion center, clearing house and educa- 
tional forum for those with similar views on certain decisive issues 
facing America today — civil rights, foreign policy and peace ^ civil 
liberties, the labor movement, social planning, unemployment, etc. 

As well as sharing a common outlook on these questions, and a common 
interest in a democratic socialist alternative to them, we offer a 
place to work out, explore, study and discuss what lies behind, these 
problems, what ties them together, what must eventually be done to 
resolve them. We can initiate new ideas and programs — not by im- 
posing our "line" or mobilizing our "forces," but by the extent to 
which we assist individual members in their functioning. 

(5) A socialist movement hostile to a "sane nuclear policy," sup- 
porting civil defense, hostile to negotiations or foreign aid, would 
cut itself off from the radical, disillusioned student, or adult 
liberal who gravitates around the peace movement. A socialist movement 
which urged Negroes to be more patient and argued for moderation In 
civil rights, would cut Itself off from all potential student socialist 
support and virtually all Negroes and adult radicals. A socialist 
movement which favored McCarthy ite tactics, supported the Smith Act, 

or other anti-civil libertarian measures would lose all Influence with , 
those who might join a socialist organization. In these, and in fact, 
in many other even less important areas, the bulk of those among whom 
we can have influence — and who might join us — whether it be trade 
unionists, students, or alienated intellectuals -- rightfully expect 
from us certain clearcut positions. On political action — the likely 
perspectives for realignment, the potentialities for independent poli- 
tical action, the efficacy of running socialist candidates — the 
audience whom we address make no demands of us. They are often dis- 
interested, or they are themselves divided; they do not clearly identify 
one position with all that is good and one xvlth all that is bad. The 
^arty is in a position to try and play an educational role and a 
clearing house fimction in this area, although there are other groups 
in a better position to play even this role. But the Party's demise or 
rise is not dependent on its being identified with any special approach 
to political action (beyond the requirement for flexibility, permis- 
siveness and a friendliness toward realignment). . 

(6) Now, it is true that for SOME people who favor realignment 
all other activities, all intellectual endeavors, all recruitment of 
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nevj members, are seen In the light of the one question of reallghment 
For them, our prime task In the olvil rights movement Is to agltete 
or maneuver towards realignment. For them, taotlos In the peafe move- 
metit-are determined by their effect on our relationship to internal 
■arl^f ^'fo" t'h! Democratic Party (or struggles which they think may 
■Ztlfrr, Z them the question is not where we can recruit, but con- 
ttf^ .^ *''°^® ''"'° ^^^ recruited out of Idealism and radical revolt 

. m^S?M^ r '?f?f ^'^'e^' *^^'^ ™y- ^^^y ^^^ Uttle purpose In oir' 
^WK?? ^^ ^''S!'^^ through olvil rights, peace and student environment^ 

- ^liW^^t^Vlw^'' r" *^n'^ estimates regarding recruitment possmill 
-ties Within the reform Democratic movement or official trade union 

,.,°tf°^«^' t'^ey regard only SUCH recruits as of slgnlf loanoeT 

^^cVIr^,"^,*^*^^^ *^®y ^"^ failed to understand the minimal purnose of 
..^.^malnt^lnlng a socialist movement In a period where l?steo?sronf are 
...all.^ut impotent m effectine social chane-P Ti- To r^^i- ,i 

^^^^^wh^r-t^Er i i,^^^^^^^^ 

f^^^intofS%-3?Sf-ii??-fS^^ 

sufl'r ?^om"f herUage^of'^secCariLfsm 't^ ^"'"^r -^^^g-'^entltes both 
programs where none S avanaWe Thev l^tl ^.T P^^^ «<=* '^ I'^l^hed 
which will affect the social fn^;..,^r^„ ,*''"® socialist strategy 
Vef use to, :face either tte actual cLd^t?^.^''?^^' they steadfastly ^"^ 
Party or the actual fl^bS = ^ SI conditions of our miserably tlnv 
whlc^ our few\1:^Ls'l \:L'y'parU^r™'Jf ^ In t, ,,^,,„„y ^^^ 
gles (and here the so-called frepfro^i^^^f^ • ^ ^^^ °"* grand strate- 
at-e: often more guilty) ?orSpInltfl??vr?^^'^''^?""'^^^'Snmentites ,. 
top-level ^TliS Frontier" clubs for qp % ^-"''''^'^''S ^rass root, or 

t,lons Which the otSSs consider ^^^Ue'^Z'^" ' T ^°^^ <^«^^-' 
purpose of the Mendelson-Meler rini^nmSS? fi ? J^®"" obscured. The 
explicit the reason why such a comn^nSh ?""' ^^ t° seek to make 
the resolution of the question in dispute is ^.T'"?^^ 'that is, that 
sumed) and to emphasize what our maltt^taskfs ^"'^"^t^nt than as- ^ 

poimcal!actlof iylf iiSL'"L"and ^^^'^V^-^^-mtlon In directly 
Party - --.^ng.j:?hlie^e^^eS^,I?Ii- l^f-L^tgr^^^^ly^L'i. 
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However, I seriously question whether one really has come to full 
grips with the problems of realignment here at all. In most such 
fItSatlons, I.e., the Despres campaign in Chicago, the Mark Lane club 
in New York, "realignment" Is not the Issue at stake, but the exis- 
tence of vital, "radical "-type Issues and campaigns. In a sense these 
activities are extensions or aspects of our "arena work in civil 
rights, peace, etc. They attract many of the same people who normally 
grivltete toward SANE, CORt, NAACP, NALC, rather than the typical 
"Liberal" politician. Granted that a position and policy such as re- 
allSment C of use here, Just as good an explanation for our parti- 
cipation lies in the fact that these campaigns are waged over Issues 
w^consider decisive and alive, and they have awakened ,^-terest and 
movement within the Left and leaning, toward the Left. That Is the 
obvious commonsense reason for our support, not fancy epochal plans 
for realignment. And our- main contribution to them, I suspect, is 
nol our Slar political realignment conception but our grasp of 
Ihe kind of organizational and political issues (if we have it) that 
makes these clSbs or campaigns more Successful and our ability to 
clarify Issues for many of those involved. 

I want to add the following remarks because I think it would be 
well fbr some of us to stop a moment and see the last four years in 
clearer perspective. I urge comrades to reread an article by Benson 
and gILs In^he March 25, 1957 issue of Labor Action (organ of the 
now defunct Independent Socialist League, which in 1958 merged with 
the SP_SDF)«* These two comrades, now eager and adamant supporters of 
what I would call the extreme realignment wing, were discussing their 
reaction to the position on political action taken at the time of the. 
merger of the SP and the SDF. They urged ISL comrades not to be 
afafmed! They pointed out that while It did leave the door open for 
Sdlvftoal SP^'members to support Democrats -- "hlch they thought un- 
wise of such members — it was not necessarily all evil. f^°^ O"® 
thing, the SP-SDF merger document is strongly In favor of continued 
aeltltion for a Labor Party and focuses attention squarely on the need 
for such a party, independent of the existing bourgeois parties. 
Secondly, it is necessary, they say, in the weak and fragmented state 
of the socialist movement, to grant the g^^^atest freedom and flexibil- 
ity to all members so that even those naive and benighted comrades 
who favored supporting bourgeois candidates might Join the fold, to ^ 
be educated latL by wiser heads Into a greater grasp °f ^^^P^f 1^^:^ 
and the realities. They then outline their reasons for opposing sup- 
port of the bourgeois parties and candidates in language reminiscent 
of any good ourrint YPSL document. Thus four years ago these two. 
comrades, who represented at the time not the "left "i'^ f t^f^/ff; . 
but its least "sectarian" elements, took a position approximately that 
of the eif?iSe Labor Party position as put forth today, although urg- 
ing acceptance by ISLers of the idea of permissiveness on the part of 
the Party toward what Individual members might do. The position of _^ 
the SP-SDF taken at that time was considerably less "pro-realignment 
than that now urged by either the Mendelson-Meler resolution or, of 
course, the Shachtman resolution. No one, to my knowledge, «as then 
urging what now is the Shachtman resolution.- A mere two y^ars later 
thl SP passed an ambiguous 2-headed policy at its national convention, 
it favored realignment in one document and carefully hedged it with 
a complex, rather sectarian implementation policy in another, Yet 
it clearly placed the Party on record and enabled the Party to give 
widespread publicity to a document and a position that was all tut 
unheard of in at least two of the organizations which had only shortly 
before merged to form a new "umbrella" party — heterogeneous and 
multi-tendency. Of course the convention continued the policy ol 
permissiveness toward what Individual members chose to do. During zne 



blguous support for realigSii-n^IlT- ^"* ^"^^^^ °^^^'" ^^^ ""^"- 
«„o.r ^J^" °f this rather remarkable situation one wonders at tb^ 

Clearly the views of even the rabid YPSL Labor Par^t-vi i-<=.o ^ ^ 
as crazv and seotari^r. »o «n ^-i.^^ t: "^ -uctoor -t^artyites are not 

raature/ln?elf?gent soo?fl?sL-^^A.T^^?„^H "^''T °^ "^ " experienced, 

sible to us why others fan fn^.l^t ff^ ^^ *S '^^'^^ " Inoomprehen- 
a looking backward a mere lAvpf^fi''^*'' "^- ?"'='' ^ Perspective, 
modicum of: huminty on our llrl InltZ^ might at least produce'a 
wa.^toward nel,.n/ ^^^^Ik^ ^^l^,;^^^ f^l H^^.. 

rib5lif'ficult\"\'%p^Slltlon'orthfr^''°\'^? "f "^^ ^^- ^^ *«- 
serve no function. Unler d?f ncu?t cl?cum^?^f ^f^^ leadership would 
amazingly well, partlouLrly the Natlo^^rSf ^f ^^^^ ^''^^ performed 
editor. I do Aot mtenfl tn „i^S„ ? ^ Secretary and the New Am erica 

ures the Party has harfrenot^?ra.r^ ""^j! repudiation. W hat fail- - 
are those failures due to th^Vr- ?„o^^ ""l ^^f^"" responsibility, nor 
most respfeots TfLd their DolTti?«i 5"^°* political analysis/ 'in 

consider in the few months ah^^d wi = ^f^ ^P "tendencies" must 

soon tires, bores, and disgusts mo ^tA^ff','^''^"^ ^ °^°"'^- ^ut It 
valuable who leaves flrst^ When ?f f 5.a??v ^^ '^ot si„ayg ^^e least 
radeship absolutely yital to a socLlt?? nLr?"^^^ ^^^^ ^^""^^ °f '=°'"- 
all chances of revival, a socialist organization, it has killed 

recent'^or^S^ani^t^f Lt^%|oS^L?r\f f ?*^^ ^^^^^^^ ^^ °- 
fallibility of our past rT^i ^f v Si^ I ^ ' greater awareness of the 

conventlon^f -t S%\rof^e'J:^sh\1l, ^aTle^f if fSr^SS 

see**NLlerlpeft?vL'£^:^^?^ff^;rSE 

"?^fli'Jr "^^ "-,^"-^*-" aiSLf by^i^rCoSeen?L\'°JulT^^^ '"" 
.!^^d^" e^r^t^?^ co^ndilTo^f aV!?h°os°"'' -pport^bo*i°^4oif ^a^^f^tes I, 
Of the labor move.eS?^^^°Ssrk'^I-^.%°-Ks!?!^iS%X'^fr- 
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persist until labor forms its own party and perhaps even after. A 
reunited movement must permit the cooperative coexistence of both 

'these views within the .framework of a single organization and provide 
suitable... forms for their living together* without imposing the line 

•of one upon the other. However, we feel that one of the primary tasks 
of a socialist organization is to clearly and unambiguously, as an 
organization, oppose support to the capitalist parties and its candl- 
dates and to dispel illusions about the possibilty of working within, 
defending or reforming one or the other as the lesser evil." 

See also Mike Harrington's "The Defense of Man," section on the 
L^bor Party in Lab or Ac tion , March 24, 1958. 

See also "A Discussion of Socialist Electoral Policy," in the last 
pamphlet issue of Labor Action , on Policies and Program of the ISL, 
issued May 19, 195"^^^ 



A TEIEGRA14 



To Deborah Mcior, 



3/23 4-:30M 



Aadocply shocked and hurt at yom- dishonesty at signing w name to your document 
withou-b my pormission. All I over indicated some five months ago vas interest in ' 
it, nothing more. Since then I have even changed that opinion. Request imcdiatG 
public apology. 



George Eawiok 



Reply 



George is mistaken. Ho told mc Xr.iet September that I cotad add his name^ 
sure his mistake is an honest ono. 

Saul Mendelson 



I am 



KEMIEDYj PEACK and THE BOMB TESTS 
Statement of: State Committee, California SP-SDF 
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President Kennedy has annoimced the decision to resume atmospheric testing of nucle-.: 
ar weapons, and the world inches closer to. destruction. Like the Soviet resump- 
tion of testing last fall, the U.S. decision is an offense against all of humanity. 
Radioactive fallout knows no national boundaries; it falls everywhere, and the ten- 
sions of the cold war are tightened up to a still higher pitch. 

The Soviets « resumption of bomb testing increased the pollution of the atmosphere, 
accelerated the arms race and strengthened reactionary pressures in the United 
States by giving the ultra-Right and the proponents of U.S. Tests new ammunition. 
But that does not excuse the Kennedy administration, whose decision to resume test- 
ing is clearly its own responsibility. 

The American decision to copy Russia in resuming the tests is desperately wrong. 
Both sides already have what is called an "overkill" capacity. We are told that 
this time the decision is diff erent| that we will promise not to explode any more 
bombs ^m the atmosphere if the Russians will only sign the same treaty, slightly 
modified, which they have continually rejected. Everyone knows that the pressures 
on the Kennedy administration to resume testing have been increasing. The problem 
has been, for the administratioh, how to make these tests palatable to a dubious 
world opinion. The uncommitted nations know that our resumption will only guaran- 
tee that the Russians will launch a new test series, to "close the gap" again. How 
.long can this race continue before radioactive fallout passes the "tolerable" 
level? And how much more tension can people stand before they begin to listen to 
the msame voice of the advocates of preventive war, the groups in both the United 
btates and. the Communist bloc who are ready to push the button and get it over with? 

We of the Socialist Party are against bomb tests, East or West. But to say that is - 
only a first step. What is the alternative to testing, on our side? Is it to let 
the Soviet Union and China win the cold war and the world? Is the only choice 
between being "Red" or "dead"? l</e believe that the choice is a false one, and is 
only advanced by those who can see no way out, and whose death instincts are very 

strong indeed. 



The strangest argument 
invites war by making 
'deterrent" ability is 
still more. But this 
ended. Even if tests 
be there. Tests must 
cold war is not to be 
the circle of the arms 
and of socialism. 



for testing is that any major nuclear advance for one side 
"victory" possiblei hence, it is argues, equalization of 
necessary for peace, even if it takes more bomb tests, and 
only reveals that it is the cold war itself which must be 
are suspended again for a time, the danger of war would still 
be stopped, but the real answer to the endless crises of the 
found in simply opposing further testing. To break out of 
race, a new politics is needed, the politics of democracy 



As socialists, we do not support either the politics of the military-industrial com^: 
plex of American capitalism, or those of the totalitarian Communist bloc. We are 
not appeasers or neutralists, but political opponents of both war camps. While 
there are important differences between the two systems, both the U.S. and Communist 
rulers are, in their own ways, enemies of freedom and democracy. Year after year, 
they have shown themselves to be alike in their common willingness to use armed 
force to crush any revolt against their domination. In Hungary, in Tibet, in Cuba, 
in Guatemala - both the U.S. and Communist blocs have used the same imperialist 
tactics. Korea, Laos, and Vietnam have been the battlegrounds of the two rival 
powers, and the peoples of those countries are the victims. 

The interests of most of the peoples of the world are continually threatened by both 
systems. In Latin America, in Africa, in the Middle East, the revolutions against 
colonialism and native dictatorships are opposed by the United States and its NATO 
allies. The peoples of those countries do not want to substitute Soviet domination 
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frsr. thP old rulers tat the politics of the cold «ar and the atsenoe of a positive 
social alterS^ive'toSovict'totalitarianiBm tend to p.Bh the:, into the Go»un.st 

camp. ^ ^; , . ^ 

T' ^nir^s ::is ^:::%^i -li^LTL^nrrtrt^r^si;* 

s^st:;:^ :an oliy l^telfJoZrl and'limted successes, it can only act as a brake 
on thrraoe to«a?d «ar. «o support such limted struggles, but stress the need to 
oppose the -i^ocial systems at the root of the cold ijar. 
in order to turn toward a lasting peace, uo must begin by: 

1. Opposing further bomb tests. _ 

2 CaUing for disarmament under effective controls. 

3! Disengagement of both major powers in Europe. 

HOW can these changes be brought about? A significant peace movement <>«" "^^ ?! 
built if it begins to mobilize the vast numbers of people who do not, ultimate^, 
havfa stake in the continuation of the cold war, even if they do not realize xt now. 

There is in the United States a vacuum on the left. Today, the Negro People and other 
minoritv^roups the labor movement, and independent liberals have no effective 
TOlitioal voice for theto aspirations. Wo believe that what this country "^eds, 
above all is a genuine political opposition, independent of the bi-partisan "estab- 
liZent"'and the S^Jo^arty leaders who follow essentially the same foreign policy 
no matter who is in office, 

. p.... .ove.ent yh^.h . . wniin. to mobilize these group s . to f orm a demcyra tM,og^ 
.. tion on th e left, can do more t han hol d up bomb tostir i p for a few months. It can 
tnm:^A:.e.Xo .; based "the real interests -\l^''°l'^^'^^'}'''l%ZZllZo 
groups who now hkve no real voice in government. Thoy help to elect a Democratic 
SSnikra?ion which has concentrated on a continued build-up of an -omony based on 
multiplying armaments, while the problems of civil rights, housing, unemployment and 
medical care are shoved aside. 

An alliance on the democratic left is the only force which can make ^^e demand for _ . 
peace effective, by planning for an ecomony of peace The American ^l^^^^^f^ ^^ 
geared toward war? we can only begin to disarm when labor ^^^f f ^^' J^^^'^^^^^Jf 
groups find their own political voice and root out the entrenched leaders of the 
military-industrial establishment. 

As such an opposition develops, the United States can begin ^^ ^^f^^^'^'ZLl t'^^^" 
tic foreign policy, one which will provide a non-military road to defeating ^^th 
colonialiL and Coimnist expansion. Instead of supporting f f ^-^^J^^^^^^^f^^^ 
military aid, such an American policy for peace would support democratic ^^^^lution- 
ary programs against poverty and dictatorship. Such a policy would have meant _ insti- 
tuting aid to the Cuban revolution thus combating the authoritarian and Communist 
influence in the Castro rogUne, which arc distorting that revolution into a dead end. 

For the future, a foreign policy for peace requires that we "^^^^^^l^^^^^^^^^;^^^^^^^^: 
cratic forces everywhele - for example, in Germany with a social democratic movement 
which seeks an independent course, not with Adenauer and the ex-Nazis whom we now 
support. 

The only way in which the peace movement can become fully effective is by becoming 
political. Those who want peace must be willing to oppose an administration ^^lO^ 
refuses their demands, and to make alliances with the social forces capable of build- 
ing an alternative to the Establishment. They must be willing to consider the forma- 
tion of a third party, liko the New Democratic Party in Canada, if a meaningful real- 
ignment of the major parties in the United States proves impossible. 

The time for a new political alliance for peace is now. The politics of peace demands 
a now America, not the America of Kennedy or Nixon, 



